INTRODUCTION
The word "habitat" may be used with varying degrees of precision. When describing the finer details of where an animal lives, the term microhabitat is often used to distinguish this from the particular community or ecosystem. Examination of microhabitat selection involves determining the factors which influence preference for a certain site. Many factors have been shown to affect the length of time that spiders will spend at a particular web site. Physical settings providing protection against web destruction by wind or rain may be important (Eberhard 1971; Enders 1976;  LeSar & Unzicker 1978;  Marson 1974). Prey abundance, as well as factors relating to prey detection and capture sucess, are also important in microhabitat selection (Riechert & Tracy 1975; Riechert 1976) . Because food resources have been demonstrated to have a large impact on individual fitness in several spider species (Deevey 1949; Turnbull 1965; Miyashita 1969; Hagstrum 1970; Kessler 1973; Greenstone 1978; Kajak 1978;  Morse & Fritz 1982; Wise 1975 )web site selection should be expected to be strongly linked to food supply. Studies which have examined the dynamics of prey availability have implicated web site relocation as a proximate mechanism for food supply enhancement (Turnbull 1964; Riechert 1978; Olive 1982; Janetos 1982 Rypstra (1984) were also recorded. The study was terminated on 11 August, 1984 .
RESULTS
The average web site residence time was 6.7 days (S.D. 5.29 days). Residence times were compared to values expected from a negative exponential distribution, which indicates random processes in time (Bailey 1964; Ross 1970 (1985) observed that Nephila clavipes in poor environments changed sites more often than spiders in rich environments.
Martyniuk (1983) found that filmy-dome spiders (Linyphiidae) which were moved to previously abandoned web sites of low prey availability and were provided with supplemental prey, remained at those sites. Janetos (1982) has designated sheet-web weavers as "sit-and-wait" predators and orb weavers as "active" foragers. He assumed that orb webs could be put nearly anywhere, resulting in high variance in payoffs. Therefore, he predicted that orb weavers would do better by moving frequently among sites to find potential "hot spots." The assumption that orb webs can be put anywhere may not be correct. Several studies have shown that M. gracilis requires specific structural characteristics for web construction (Biere 1977; Hartsock 1983; Hodge 1985) . Neither does M. gracilis follow Janetos's (1982) prediction of frequent movement among sites. Studies of M. gracilis and M. schreibersi (Perty) (Shelly 1984; Hodge 1985) have shown that these spiders often remain at web sites for 15 days or more. This contests the generalization that orb weavers are "active" foragers.
If spider web site relocations occur at random, then the expected distribution of intervals between relocations will follow a negative exponential distribution, which is a Poisson process (Bailey 1964; Ross 1970) . If so, then the stimuli that induce a spider to leave a web site occur with a constant small probability in any short period of time. Such stimuli could be physical disturbance of the web due to climatic factors, or predation attempts (Janetos 1982 (Fagan & Young 1978 
